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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This in response to amendment filed 01/20/2010. No claims have been added. 
No claims have been canceled. No claims have been amended. Claims 1-15 are still 
pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kimoto et al. (US PAT # 5,241 ,533) in view of Ketcham (US PAT # 6,721 ,334). 

Regarding claim 1 , Kimoto teaches a method for transmission over packet 
networks, the method comprising: detecting, at a first node at least one next node (the 
detecting limitation is obvious if not inherent, without detecting a destination node no 
packet will be transmitted to that node); creating a channel between the first node and 
the at least one next node (the claimed channel is obvious if not inherent. The claimed 
channel can be the channel between any two nodes such as C and B or E and F, see 
Fig. 1); receiving, at the first node, a first packet (see col. 3, lines 18-20); detecting a 
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protocol of the first packet (detecting the protocol of the first packet is obvious within the 
teachings of Kimoto). 

Kimoto does not specifically teach "merging the first packet with a second packet 
of the same protocol" and "transmitting the merged first packet... etc". 

However, Examiner now introduces Ketcham which teaches a method and 
apparatus for packet aggregation in packet-based network. Ketcham specifically 
teaches making a determination that the first packet and the second packet 
combined can be accommodated in a single packet liaving the same protocol (see 
col. 14, lines 35-45). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the feature of merging packets into one single 
packet, as taught by Ketcham, into the Kimoto system in order to provide an enhanced 
VOIP quality. 

Claims 4, 10 and 15 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 . The claimed "interface" as recited in claim 10 is inherent as well as 
the claimed "processor" and "port". The claimed "threshold" as recited in claims 4 and 
15, see col. 4, lines 5-31 of Kimoto. Also, for the claimed feature of "splitting a packet", 
the Examiner believes that this limitation if obvious and well known in the art. One of an 
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ordinary skill in the art may choose to merge packets or split packets based on the need 
and desire. This limitation does not rise the invention to the level of patentability. 

Regarding claims 2-3 and 14, having the first and the second packet containing 

circuit-based information is obvious. One may choose to have the packet containing any 
type of information desired. Thus, this is considered a design choice that does not rise 
to the level of patentability. 

Regarding claims 5 and 7, this limitation is obvious because one of an ordinary 
skill in the art may choose the threshold to be at any desired level. On one hand, one 
can set the threshold to be the minimum quality. Other can choose the threshold to be 
the maximum quality. On the other hand, the threshold in Kimoto is set for failure and 
redundancy purposes. 

Regarding claim 6, Kimoto teaches rejecting a communication related to the first 
packet (this may read not being able to transmit the packet to one node due to 
temporary concentrated traffic for example, see col. 3, lines 35-43). 

For claims 8 and 12 limitations, this is obvious one may choose to have the node 
to be is an existing media gateway or any other element. . 
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For claims 9, 1 1 and 13, Kimoto teaches node is connected to a circuit-switched 
voice network (see abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571 ) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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